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Second Reading. Fortunately, the Opposition were
reluctant to make the future of India a party question,
and Disraeli deftly availed himself of this feeling to
adopt an idea suggested by Russell, by which Resolutions
of the House, affirming the broad principles of the new
administration, were substituted for the unpopular Bill.
When, however, the Resolutions were announced, it was
found that the Bill had only been suspended instead of
withdrawn. Goderich led a vehement protest from the
Opposition benches, and gave notice that he would
oppose the motion to go into Committee on the Resolu-
tions unless the Bill were definitely abandoned. Russell
supported him in a strong speech, and the Government
capitulated.1

The question of the constitution of the Council in
which Goderich was mainly interested came before the
House on June 14, under the fifth Resolution. To this
debate he contributed a thoughtful and well-reasoned
speech. Ellenborough's original plan had been con-
siderably modified, and the Resolution proposed only
to pledge the House to a Council, partly nominated
and partly elected. Even in this form it gave rise to
misgiving and criticism, which no one voiced more
clearly and decisively than Goderich. Radical though
he was, he had convinced himself that, so far as the
India Council was concerned, the elective principle was
inadmissible. He would, he said, have supported the
suggestion that there should be no Council at all, but
for the consideration that with our forms of Parlia-
mentary Government India would often be placed
under the control of a Minister who had not a special
or intimate knowledge of Indian affairs. He was conse-
quently in favour of assisting him with a Council, so
that if he were afterwards called to account in Parliament
for anything that went wrong he might not be able to
plead ignorance. But that Council, he insisted, should
be exclusively nominated and advisory. An elected,
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